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Introduction {#sec001}
============

Diverse physiological and pathological conditions such as inactivity, aging (i.e., age-related sarcopenia), starvation, diabetes, cachexia, and cancer can cause reduced synthesis and increased breakdown of muscle proteins, leading to lessened muscle mass, known as muscle atrophy \[[@pone.0236164.ref001], [@pone.0236164.ref002]\]. Skeletal muscle atrophy is an important clinical disorder mediated by the activation of proteolytic systems inducing muscle weakness and mass reduction \[[@pone.0236164.ref003]\]. At the molecular level, the atrophy is associated with impaired protein metabolism in several physiological and pathophysiological conditions \[[@pone.0236164.ref004], [@pone.0236164.ref005]\]. Furthermore, the maintenance of skeletal muscle mass is based on a balance between the synthesis and degradation of muscle regulatory proteins. Specifically, atrophy resulted from an increase in protein degradation, loss of muscle mass \[[@pone.0236164.ref006], [@pone.0236164.ref001]\], and a reduction of protein synthesis ([Fig 1](#pone.0236164.g001){ref-type="fig"}). This process is predominantly regulated by myogenic transcription factors, the atrogenes, including FoxO3a (Forkhead box (Fox)-O 3), atrogin, also known as MAFbx1, muscle-specific ring finger protein (MuRF-1) \[[@pone.0236164.ref006]\], and myogenic regulatory protein such as myogenin and desmin \[[@pone.0236164.ref007]\], and these factors are used as biomarkers of muscle functionality \[[@pone.0236164.ref008]\]. Reactive oxygen species (ROS) production represents one of the most prominent events during the contractile muscle activity, suggesting that it could influence muscle-specific function. It has also been shown that ROS accumulation promoted the activation of proteolytic systems, leading to atrophy, and the degradation of muscle tissue \[[@pone.0236164.ref009]\]. However, the specific molecular mechanisms underlying the cell damage have not been fully explored. Several studies \[[@pone.0236164.ref010], [@pone.0236164.ref011]\] have highlighted the role of oxidative stress in atrophic muscle resulting from an imbalance between the cellular antioxidant systems and ROS production. High levels of ROS redox status and weakened antioxidant defense system are among the major contributing factors toward atrophy \[[@pone.0236164.ref012]\], thereby requiring a medium that could inhibit or counteract the biochemical pathways involved in cellular stress and damage.

![Schematic description of the *in vitro* atrophy model and related signaling pathway investigated.](pone.0236164.g001){#pone.0236164.g001}

With an objective to explore the molecular mechanisms underlying cellular damage and development of a model to recover the cells from stressful conditions, we have analyzed the potential of hyaluronan (HA), the sole natural non-sulfated glycosaminoglycan (GAG), which is ubiquitously expressed in the extracellular matrix (ECM) of mammals \[[@pone.0236164.ref013]\]. HA is a hygroscopic molecule that is able to structurally organize the ECM by complexing with other ECM macromolecules. Due to its rheological and biochemical properties, HA has been used as an active component in a broad range of class III medical products \[[@pone.0236164.ref014],[@pone.0236164.ref015]\]. The fact that linear HA with different molecular weights produces different effects is well documented, and currently, many formulations based on linear and/or chemically cross-linked HA are used in dermo-aesthetic, wound healing, and ophthalmic applications \[[@pone.0236164.ref016]\]. Additionally, as a result of its natural presence in the synovial fluid, joint capsule, and articular cartilage, HA is widely used in the treatment of osteoarthritis or rheumatoid arthritis \[[@pone.0236164.ref017]--[@pone.0236164.ref019]\]. In addition to linear HAs, the novel stabilized hybrid cooperative complexes (HCC) derived from high and low molecular weight HA through NAHYCO^TM^ technology has been reported to be used in several *in vitro* studies based on different cellular models \[[@pone.0236164.ref020]\]. HCC can be defined as "physical gels," in which the interactions between long and short HA chains are optimized without changing the structure of disaccharide units and without introducing other exogenous "chemical compounds." As previously reported, this formulation protects the high molecular weight hyaluronan (HHA) from enzymatic degradation, and this fact is expected to confer the longer persistence to the product *in vivo* \[[@pone.0236164.ref021], [@pone.0236164.ref022]\]. It can be expected that the typical rheological properties of HHA, as well as the biological action (e.g., receptor interaction/biochemical cascade), are more persistent in this new preparation than that in linear HA formulations. Besides, the biological properties of HCC have already been tested on several cell cultures used as representative models for tissue regeneration \[[@pone.0236164.ref022]--[@pone.0236164.ref024]\]. Recently, HCC has been proved to be effective on cell co-culture models subjected to stressful conditions to mimic injuries \[[@pone.0236164.ref025]\]. Furthermore, it is known that HA is the subject of the ROS attack, which leads to changes in its structure modulating oxidative condition \[[@pone.0236164.ref026]--[@pone.0236164.ref028]\]. In the present study, we have explored the comparative potentials of linear and hybrid HAs through three different experimental set-ups with respect to increasing cell growth and proliferation and rescuing cells under oxidative stress. Moreover, we have developed an *in vitro* model of muscle atrophy using rat muscle-derived cells insulated with TNF-α to mimic atrophy \[[@pone.0236164.ref029]\]. in order to identify the mechanism underlying muscle atrophy and to assess the potential effect of HAs on the recovery of muscle atrophy. The model developed here could be helpful in exploring the specific function of HAs not only as antioxidants \[[@pone.0236164.ref028]\], but also as molecules capable of modifying the ECM structure with potential in tissue remodeling and engineering.

Materials and methods {#sec002}
=====================

Materials {#sec003}
---------

High molecular weight (HHA; MW 1400±200 kDa) and low molecular weight (LHA; MW 100±20 kDa) HA were provided by Altergon (Altergon Italia Srl, Italy). These are extensively purified fermentative HA derived from *Streptococcus equi* ssp. *equi*, at pharmaceutical grade (e.g. purity \>95%, water content \<10%, EU/mg \<0.05, and very low metal content). Hybrid cooperative complexes of hyaluronic acid (HCC), obtained through a patented process \[[@pone.0236164.ref020]\] named NAHYCO™ technology, were provided in the form of sterile syringes from IBSA Italia (IBSA Farmaceutici Italia Srl, Italy). A final concentration of 1.6 mg/mL was used in these experiments.

Methods {#sec004}
-------

### Rat muscle-derived cell isolation and experimental set-up {#sec005}

Skeletal muscle tissue was obtained from rat quadriceps (*Mus musculus*; Rodentia, Muridae; Envigo, Milano, Italy, weighing 200--250 g), under anesthesia with pentobarbital (50 mg/kg, i.p.). The experimental procedures were carried out during the light phase and were approved by the Animal Ethics Committee of the University of Campania "L. Vanvitelli" (Naples, Italy). Animal care was in compliance with Italian (D.L. 116/92) European Economic Community (EEC) (O.J. of E.C. L358/1 18/12/86) regulations on the protection of laboratory animals. All efforts were made to minimize animal suffering and to reduce the number of animals used. Rat quadriceps were minced into small pieces using tweezers and scalpels in a Petri dish. For digestion and cell extraction, the tissue pieces were enzymatically digested using a solution of Collagenase type I (3 mg/mL) (Gibco, Invitrogen, Milano, Italy), and Dispase (4 mg/mL) (Gibco) prepared in phosphate-buffered saline (PBS, PH 7.2, Gibco), and incubated in a falcon tube overnight at 37°C under stirring. To prevent bacterial contamination, gentamycin (0.2 mg/mL; Hospira, Milano, Italy) was added to the enzymatic solution. Isolated cells were separated from undigested pieces through a sterile filter (70 μm, Falcon), and the cellular suspension was centrifuged at 400 g for 7 min (Eppendorf Centrifuge). The pellet was washed with PBS, re-centrifuged and re-suspended in Dulbecco\`s Modified Eagle Medium (DMEM) supplemented with Fetal Bovine Serum (FBS) (10% v/v) (Gibco, MA, Invitrogen), glutamine (1% v/v), penicillin-streptomycin (1% v/v), and Amphotericin B (1% v/v) (Lonza, Basel, Switzerland). The cells were seeded in a 35 mm tissue culture dish and maintained at 37°C in a humidified atmosphere containing 5% v/v CO~2~, and the medium was changed every 48 h. At confluence, the cells were harvested with trypsin/EDTA 0.2 mg/mL and re-seeded in appropriate tissue culture plates.

The phenotypic characterization of rat muscle-derived cells was performed based on the expression of myogenin as a muscle-specific biomarker using immunofluorescence.

The effect of hyaluronan was evaluated on rat muscle-derived cells by three different experimental set ups:

a.  Physiological condition:

    Control samples (untreated cells) were compared to HHA, LHA, and HCC (treated cells) treatments used at a final concentration of 1.6 mg/mL w/w, on cell proliferation by Time-Lapse Video Microscopy (TLVM), and biomarkers expression by immunofluorescence and western blotting.

b.  The oxidative stress *in vitro* model:

    We aimed at evaluating if the hyaluronan gels were able to:
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1.  counteract the detrimental effect of hydrogen peroxide stress- and in this case the cells were initially added with H~2~O~2~ (50 μM) for 30 min and successively treated with the HA gels (HHA, LHA, and HCC) at 1.6 mg/mL w/w.

2.  prevent the damage of stressfull agent and in this case the cells were initially treated with the HA gels (HHA, LHA, and HCC) at 1.6 mg/mL w/w, and then exposed (challenged) with H~2~O~2~.

We called case 1) repair function; while case 2 is a prevention or protective function of the gels.

For 1 and 2 conditions, cell's metabolic activity was analyzed in time course until 72 h using the MTT assay.

Additionally, the antioxidant activity of the HAs was evaluated based on SOD-2 expression by performing western blotting after 24 h of treatment.

Finally, atrophy *in vitro* model was established to better evaluate the potentiality of hyaluronan gels to modulate cells response in this other damage model.

and c) Atrophy *in vitro* model

To establish an *in vitro* atrophy condition, rat muscle-derived cells were incubated with TNF-α (100 ng/mL) for 24 h and HHA, LHA, and HCC (1.6 mg/mL w/w). Specific atrophic transcription factors (FoxO3a and NF-*k*B), atrogenes (Atrogin and MURF-1-1), and desmin and myogenin, were assayed as specific muscle biomarkers, at the transcriptional and protein level using qRT-PCR and western blot, respectively.

### In vitro determination of cell morphology and proliferation using Time-Lapse Video Microscopy (TLVM) {#sec006}

The morphology and proliferation of rat muscle-derived cells were monitored and analyzed by time-lapse video microscopy station (TLVM) (Okolab, Naples, Italy). For these experiments, cells were seeded at a density of 2.5 x 10^4^ in a 12-well plate, and treated with HHA, LHA, and HCC diluted in the medium at a final concentration of 1.6 mg/mL w/w. Quantitative data analysis was performed by calculating the cell number/cm^2^ at different incubation times (0, 6, 12, 24, 48, 72, 96 h) in 4‒5 fields of view for all samples tested.

### Immunofluorescence for the muscle-specific biomarker, myogenin {#sec007}

In physiological conditions (experimental set up a), the basal expression of myogenin for characterization of muscle phenotype was analyzed using immunofluorescence. Specifically, 5.0 × 10^3^ cells were grown on chamber slides (BD Falcon, Italy), and treated with HHA, LHA, and HCC. After 24 h, treated and the control cells were washed with PBS, fixed with paraformaldehyde 4% w/v, and permeabilized in 0.2% v/v Triton X-100 prepared in PBS. Immunofluorescence was performed using conditions reported previously \[[@pone.0236164.ref030]\]. Antibody against myogenin (diluted 1: 100; Abcam, Cambridge MA), was used as the primary antibody. FITC-conjugated goat anti-rabbit secondary antibody was used at a dilution of 1:1000 (Life Technologies, Milano, Italy). Nuclei were stained with 2\'-(4-hydroxyphenyl)-5-(4-methyl-1-piperazinyl)-2,5\'-bi-1H-benzimidazole trihydrochloride hydrate, bisBenzimide (Hoechst 0.5 mg/mL, Sigma-Aldrich, Milano, Italy). Images were captured using a fluorescence microscope Axiovert 200 (Zeiss) and analyzed using AxioVision 4.8.2.

### Atrogene and specific muscle protein evaluation by western blotting {#sec008}

Western blots were performed as previously described \[[@pone.0236164.ref017]--[@pone.0236164.ref028]\]. Briefly, cells were lysed in RIPA buffer, and protein concentration was determined using the Bradford method. Twenty micrograms of intracellular proteins were loaded and resolved on a 10% SDS--PAGE gel. Antibodies against FoxO3a and NF-*k*B, atrogin, MuRF-1, myogenin, desmin, and SOD-2 (diluted 1:500 in T-TBS 0.1%, Santa Cruz Biotechnology, Dallas, TX) were used as primary antibodies. Horseradish peroxidase-conjugated donkey anti-mouse and goat anti-rabbit antibodies were used as secondary antibody (diluted 1:5000 in T-TBS 0.1; Santa Cruz Biotechnology, Dallas TX). The signal was detected using the ECL system (Chemicon-Millipore, Milano, Italy). Protein levels were normalized with respect to the expression of the housekeeping protein, actin (diluted 1:1000 in T-TBS 0.1%). The semi-quantitative analysis of protein levels was carried out by the Gel Doc 2000 UV System and the Gel Doc EZ Imager (Quantity one software, Bio-Rad Laboratories).

### MTT-test to evaluate cell viability in the presence of hyaluronan {#sec009}

Cytotoxicity was assessed using 3.0 × 10^4^ cells seeded in a standard 24-well culture plate, pre-treated with 50 μM H~2~O~2~ (30 min), and then treated with HHA, LHA, and HCC, respectively (1.6 mg/mL w/v) until 72 h. Analyses were performed after 24, 48, and 72 h post-treatment by measuring the reduction of the tetrazolium dye 3-(4,5-dimethylthiazol-2-yl)-2,5-diphenyltetrazolium bromide (MTT) \[[@pone.0236164.ref031]\]. The optical densities of the obtained solutions were measured at 570 nm using a Beckman DU 640 spectrometer (Beckman, Milano, Italy). The relative cell viability was calculated as a percentage of the maximal absorbance (vitality = 100 × mean OD~treated\ cells~/mean OD~control~).

### mRNA analyses using qRT-PCR {#sec010}

For transcriptional analyses of atrogenes (FoxO3a, MuRF-1, and Atrogin), myogenin, and desmin, 5.0 × 10^4^ cells in a 12 well were seeded. In order to perform qRT-PCR, total RNA was isolated following a previously described procedure \[[@pone.0236164.ref023]\]. The specific oligonucleotide sequences were reported in [Table 1](#pone.0236164.t001){ref-type="table"}. The samples were analyzed in triplicate, and the mRNA expression of specific genes was normalized to the glyceraldehyde-3-phosphate dehydrogenase (GAPDH) housekeeping gene. The variations of gene expressions were evaluated using the quantification 2^-ΔΔCt^ method \[[@pone.0236164.ref032]\].
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###### Primer sequences for real-time PCR.

![](pone.0236164.t001){#pone.0236164.t001g}

  Gene                                  GenBank accession no.   Primer sequence                       Amplicon length (bp)
  ------------------------------------- ----------------------- ------------------------------------- ----------------------
  GAPDH                                 NM_017008               `5’-CATCCTGCACCACCAACTG-3’`           117
  `5’-CACAGTCTTCTGAGTGGCAG-3’`                                                                        
  FoxO3a                                NM_001106395.1          `5’-TCCCTGAAGGGAAGGAGC-3’`            105
  `5’-CTCGTCCAGGATGGCGTAG-3’`                                                                         
  Atrogin                               NM_133521.1 \_          `5’-AAGCTTGTGCGATGTTACCC-3’`          110
  `5’-CCAGGAGAGAATGTGGCAGT-3’`                                                                        
  MuRF-1                                NM_080903               `5’-CTCGCAGCTGGAGGACTCC-3’`           103
  `5’-CTCGTCCAGGATGGCGTAG-3’`                                                                         
  Myogenin                              NM_017115.2             `5’-CCTGCCCTGAGATGAGAGAG-3’`          106
  `5’- TGGAAGGTTCCCAATATCCA-3’`                                                                       
  Desmin                                NM_022531.1             `5’- AGC CTG GGT CAG AGA CAG AA-3’`   106
  `5’- TAT CTC CTG CTC CCA CAT CC-3’`                                                                 

Statistical analyses {#sec011}
--------------------

The Student's t-test was used to determine statistically significant differences (p\<0.01). The comparisons were accomplished with an average of three independent experiments, each in duplication to avoid possible variation of cell cultures. Also statistical significance for the data reported in Figs [3](#pone.0236164.g003){ref-type="fig"}, [5A](#pone.0236164.g005){ref-type="fig"} and [6A](#pone.0236164.g006){ref-type="fig"} was determined using one-way ANOVA and Tukey post hoc test for comparing a family of five estimates by JASP soft-ware ([https://jasp-stats.org](https://jasp-stats.org/)) and reported in Supporting information.

Results {#sec012}
=======

Hyaluronan effect on rat muscle-derived cells phenotype and cell growth {#sec013}
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

The phenotypic characterization of rat muscle-derived cells was performed by analyzing the expression myogenin as specific skeletal muscle marker through immunofluorescence staining ([S1 Fig](#pone.0236164.s001){ref-type="supplementary-material"}) revealed consistent phenotype of the cells like their source from skeletal muscle. The primary cells were cultivated and expanded to obtain the amount needed for the experiments, and in the second passage, time-lapse experiments were performed to evaluate the cell growth in the presence of HHA, LHA, and HCC. The cells were monitored for 96 h, and specific times of observation (0-6-12-24-48-72-96 h) were considered for data analyses. The growth curve is shown in [Fig 2A](#pone.0236164.g002){ref-type="fig"}. The results demonstrated that HCC promoted cell proliferation faster than LHA and HHA after 24 h of treatment. In particular, HHA and LHA showed a slight increase in cell density (1.15 fold) as compared to the control (un-treated cells), while it was 2.3 fold in HCC. Subsequently, the phenotypic characterization of myogenin in the presence of hyaluronans revealed a higher expression of myogenin in the presence of HCC as compared to HHA and LHA treatments. However, all treatments were superior to the untreated control cells ([Fig 2B](#pone.0236164.g002){ref-type="fig"}). Densitometric analyses showed increased expression of both proteins myogenin and desmin in the HA treated samples (a 4fold increase was promoted by HCC treatment) in comparison with the untreated samples ([Fig 2C](#pone.0236164.g002){ref-type="fig"}).

![Proliferation assay of muscle-derived cells performed by time-lapse experiments at 0, 6, 12, 24, 48,72, and 96 h of incubation with HHA, LHA, and HCC at 1.6 mg/mL w/w, compared to CTR.\
(A) Data shown are means±SD of four fields of view of three different wells for each sample. Proliferation experiments were repeated three times. (B) Immunofluorescence staining of myogenin in the presence of HHA, LHA, and HCC. Blue nuclei, red actin cytoskeleton, green myogenin. (C) Western blotting analyses and densitometry. Desmin and myogenin protein levels in rat muscle-derived cells treated with HHA, LHA, and HCC for 24 h. Specific bands corresponding to the proteins of interest are measured using commercially available software (Image J software). Densitometric analyses of specific bands were obtained for both the proteins, normalized to actin expression. Data shown are average of duplicates and means ± SD. The statistical significance was analyzed through the students't-test (\*p\<0.01).](pone.0236164.g002){#pone.0236164.g002}

Effect of hyaluronan treatment on H~2~O~2~ treated skeletal muscle-derived cell: Cell's metabolic activity using colorimetric assay {#sec014}
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

The viability of cells stressed with H~2~O~2~ and successively added with HA gels (rescue/repair function) at three different times (24-48-72h) revealed a similar behavior of HHA and LHA treatment both increasing the cells' metabolic activity of approximately 55% respect to untreated cells and of 79% as compared to the H~2~O~2~ insulted cells at 72h. While HCC treated cells showed a cell's metabolic activity increase of approximately 83% respect to untreated cells and of 92% as compared to respective H~2~O~2~ insulted cells (p\<0.001). HCC treatments also showed to prompt cell growth better then the HHA and LHA ones ([Fig 3A](#pone.0236164.g003){ref-type="fig"}). Alternatively, in samples pre-treated with HAs (protective function) and then stressed with H~2~O~2~ ([Fig 3B](#pone.0236164.g003){ref-type="fig"})~,~ HCC preserved the viability by 2.5, and 1.5 fold higher than untreated cells and HHA treatment, respectively. HCC treatment also showed a significant increase in cell's metabolic activity of 57% and 85% at 48 and 72h as compared to H~2~O~2~ treatment (p\<0.001). While HHA treatment increased the cells' metabolic activity approximately 48% and 37% and LHA treatment of 37% and 81% at 48 and 72 h, respectively, as compared to H~2~O~2~ stressed cells (p\<0.05 and p\<0.001). In addition, one-way anova test showed that there was a significance in HCC treatments respect all others for the different times and for both experimental conditions investigated. While HHA and HCC presented similar outcomes at 48h in the protective function.

![MTT assay.\
(A) Pre-treatment with H~2~O~2~ (50 μM) for 30 minutes and post -treatment with HHA, LHA and HCC (1.6 mg/mL w/w) for 24-48-72 hours (Repair function). (B) Pre-treatment with HHA, LHA and HCC (1.6 mg/mL w/w) for 24-48-72 hours and post-treatment with H~2~O~2~ (50 μM) for 30 minutes (Protective function). Data shown are average of triplicates and means ± SD. The statistical significance was analyzed through one-way ANOVA and Tukey post hoc test for comparing a family of 5 estimates: \# p\<0.05 or less vs untreated-cells (CTR); ° p\< 0.05 or less vs H~2~O~2~, § p\<0.05 or less vs HHA;\* p\< 0.05 or less vs HCC.](pone.0236164.g003){#pone.0236164.g003}

At shorter incubation times, differences among the various treatments were less significant. These results proved that HA gels preserved cells from death counteracting the detrimental oxidative stress. Generally, treatments performed differently if they are compared in rescuing the cells from a stressful/damaged condition or as protective pre-treatments.

SOD-2 expression {#sec015}
----------------

The analysis of the expression of SOD-2 protein through western blotting was done to test the efficacy of the HA in cell protection under oxidative stress. The densitometric analyses of the H~2~O~2~ pre-treated cells showed that all HA treatments reduced the SOD-2 expression (p\<0.01). Both HHA and LHA showed a 1.5 fold reduction in comparison with H~2~O~2~ challenged cells (negative control), and HCC, with a 2 fold SOD-2 expression decrease, was identified to be most effective ([Fig 4A](#pone.0236164.g004){ref-type="fig"}). While in the experimental set-up with HA gels pre-treatment before the H~2~O~2~, the protective condition of the SOD-2 expression was also found to be reduced. Specifically, the protective effect of HHA was superior and significant compared to the other treatments (p\<0.01), while HCC was significantly more efficient in rescuing the cells from stressful conditions. Overall, the effect of hyaluronan treatments was more marked when these were added after the oxidative stress (rescue condition).

![Western blotting analyses and densitometry of SOD-2.\
The upper bands show the expression of the actin housekeeping protein, while the lower bands indicate the SOD-2 expression. The histograms indicate the densitometric normalized analysis on actin band for each of the cell extracts (control and treatments). (A) Pre-treatment with H~2~O~2~ (50 μM) for 30 minutes and post -treatment with HHA, LHA and HCC (1.6 mg/mL w/w) for 24-48-72 hours (Repair function). (B) Pre-treatment with HHA, LHA and HCC (1.6 mg/mL w/w) for 24-48-72 hours and post-treatment with H~2~O~2~ (50 μM) for 30 minutes (Protective function). Data shown are average of duplicates and means ± SD. The statistical significance was analyzed through the students't-test (\*p\<0.01) respect to H~2~O~2~ treated cells.](pone.0236164.g004){#pone.0236164.g004}

Atrophy model specific atrophic biomarkers evaluated at transcriptional and protein level {#sec016}
-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

In order to understand the specific molecular mechanisms as the basis of the cell damage, specific regulatory factors involved in atrophy signaling were examined, as reported in [Fig 1](#pone.0236164.g001){ref-type="fig"}. Specifically, the atrogenes (FoxO3a, Atrogin and MuRF-1) were analyzed at the transcriptional level using qRT-PCR ([Fig 5A](#pone.0236164.g005){ref-type="fig"}). All hyaluronan treatments showed a down-regulation of these biomarkers as compared to the positive control of atrophy (TNF-α) (p\<0.001). However, FoxO3a was less modulated and slightly higher respect to TNF-α in the presence of HHA. In addition, HHA and LHA significantly reduced the expression levels of Atrogin and MuRF-1 in comparison with TNF-α. Moreover, the effect of HCC treatment was found to be the most efficient (p\<0.001). It showed about 7 fold reduction in expression of FoxO3a while expression levels of Atrogin and MuRF-1 were reduced by 22, and 12.6 fold as compared with TNF-α, respectively. In addition, NF-κB and FoxO3a as up-stream activators of atrophy signaling were also evaluated ([Fig 5B](#pone.0236164.g005){ref-type="fig"}) through western blotting. A significant protein reduction was obtained when the cells were treated with HA. HHA reduced the expression levels of NF-κB, FoxO3a, Atrogin, and MuRF-1 ([Fig 5B](#pone.0236164.g005){ref-type="fig"}) by 1.2, 2.5, 5.5, and 6.3 fold, respectively, as compared to TNF-α (p\<0.01). Whereas, the LHA treatment reduced the expression of NF-κB, and FoxO3a by 1.7 and 1.4 fold as compared to the negative control (un-treated cells), respectively, while that of Atrogin and MuRF-1were reduced by 1.4 fold, each as compared to TNF-α ([Fig 5C](#pone.0236164.g005){ref-type="fig"}) (p\<0.01). The HCC treatments also reduced the expression levels of FoxO3a, NF-κB, Atrogin, and MuRF-1 by 1.4, 1.5, 1.9, and 6.5 fold compared to TNF-α.

![Atrophy *in vitro* model.\
(A) Quantitative Real-Time PCR of atrogenes. RNA expression was determined by quantitative real-time PCR on rat muscle-derived cells treated with TNF-α along HHA, LHA, HCC at 1.6 mg/mL w/w for 24 h. Data shown as average of triplicates and each column represents the mean and error bars indicating the standard deviation. The statistical significance was analyzed through one-way ANOVA and Tukey post hoc test for comparing a family of 5 estimates: \# p\<0.05 or less vs untreated-cells (CTR); ° p\< 0.05 or less vs TNF-α, § p\<0.05 or less vs HHA;\* p\< 0.05 or less vs HCC. Western blotting analyses of (B) NF-kB and FoxO3a transcription factors and (C) atrogenes were performed and normalized to Actin housekeeping protein. Data shown are average of duplicates and means ± SD. The statistical significance was analyzed through the students't-test (\*p\<0.01) respect to TNF-α treated cells.](pone.0236164.g005){#pone.0236164.g005}

Analyses of myogenin and desmin at transcriptional and protein level {#sec017}
--------------------------------------------------------------------

The gene expression analysis of myogenin and desmin showed increased expression levels of both the proteins for all HA treatments as compared to TNF-α atrophic cells. In particular, the expression level of desmin was significantly increased by 7 fold and myogenin by 4 fold in HCC treated cells ([Fig 6A](#pone.0236164.g006){ref-type="fig"}) (p\<0.001). Moreover, western blotting analyses corroborated the mRNA results, where the desmin and myogenin genes were more expressed in HA treated cells as compared to TNF-α. Specifically, LHA and HCC significantly upregulated the expression of desmin by 2.2 and 2.3 fold, respectively, as compared to TNF-α, while for myogenin expression, both LHA and HCC increased its level by 1.6 and 1.75 fold, respectively ([Fig 6B](#pone.0236164.g006){ref-type="fig"}) (p\<0.01).

![Desmin and myogenin were analyzed at transcriptional and protein levels in rat muscle-derived cells treated for 24 h with TNF-α and HHA, LHA, HCC at 1.6 mg/mL w/w, each.\
(A) qRT-PCR was conducted to analyze the gene expression levels. The statistical significance was analyzed through one-way ANOVA and Tukey post hoc test for comparing a family of 5 estimates: \# p\<0.05 or less vs untreated-cells (CTR); ° p\< 0.05 or less vs TNF-α, § p\<0.05 or less vs HHA;\* p\< 0.05 or less vs HCC. (B) Western blotting analyses of specifics bands obtained for both protein expressions are normalized to actin expression. Data shown are average of duplicates and means ± SD. The statistical significance was analyzed through the students't-test (\*p\<0.01) respect to TNF-α treated cells.](pone.0236164.g006){#pone.0236164.g006}

Discussion {#sec018}
==========

In the present study, we demonstrated that TNF-α induced *in vitro* atrophy in rat muscle-derived cells by activating atrogenes (e.g., Atrogin and MuRF-1) expression through FoxO3a and NF-kB transcription factors pathway and negatively modulating the muscle phenotype-specific proteins, such as myogenin and desmin. Furthermore, hyaluronan gels, showed a higher potential to rescue H~2~O~2~-challenged cells, as previously verified in other *in vitro* models \[[@pone.0236164.ref028], [@pone.0236164.ref033]\]. Our results clearly showed that hyaluronan gel-based treatments supported rat skeletal muscle primary cell growth, preserved the specific phenotype counteracting the correlated cell degeneration process. Specifically, of the different hyaluronans tested, the effects of HCC were significantly higher in comparison to the linear HA of high and low molecular weight.

The quantitative analyses performed by TLVM proved that HCC promoted muscle cells proliferation, doubling the density compared to both the linear HAs and the control. Earlier studies have reported that exogenous hyaluronan is able to modulate muscle precursor cell proliferation, migration, and differentiation \[[@pone.0236164.ref033]\]. It has also been reported that HA may play a role in binding collagen fibers, thus affecting muscle elasticity. This mechanism could be related to the concentration of HA in the fasciae \[[@pone.0236164.ref034]\]. Specific proteins, such as desmin and myogenin, were also implicated in tissue repair and regeneration \[[@pone.0236164.ref035],[@pone.0236164.ref036]\]. Our data demonstrated that these two proteins are better modulated in the cells treated with HCC both in physiological and atrophic conditions. Recent studies reported the need to find targeted treatments to promote skeletal muscle tissue growth and functionality by increasing protein synthesis (or decreasing protein degradation) defining specific regulation pathways as well as the myogenesis signaling \[[@pone.0236164.ref037],[@pone.0236164.ref038]\]. So, in the present study, we have investigated the key transcription factors of muscle atrophy in order to elucidate its underlying mechanism. It has also been reported that the activation of FoxO3a and NF-kB, promotes the expression of Atrogin and MuRF-1, which is directly correlated to the loss of muscle mass and function \[[@pone.0236164.ref039],[@pone.0236164.ref006]\]. As expected, the expression levels of atrophic proteins were increased in the presence of TNF-α while significantly decreased when the cells were treated with hyaluronans. In particular, the HCC was most efficient at improving muscle cell functionality. Recently Miky et al. (2019) \[[@pone.0236164.ref007]\] have shown that the pro-inflammatory signal related to the atrophy process impaired the cell function, increasing the atrogenes factors expression, thus, inhibiting the atrophic pathway and restoring the myogenic function \[[@pone.0236164.ref040]\]. Moreover, the role of oxidative stress in atrophic muscle due to an imbalance between the cellular antioxidant systems and reactive oxygen species (ROS) production has been reported \[[@pone.0236164.ref034],[@pone.0236164.ref011]\]. It has also been shown that HA can protect the cells against damage either by exerting antioxidant activity to scavenge ˙OH, peroxynitrite (ONOO--), O2˙- and peroxyl radicals in a dose-dependent manner, either through the chelation or elimination of Fe2+ or by deletion of the proteins bound to Fe2+ \[[@pone.0236164.ref026], [@pone.0236164.ref034]\]. In this respect, the H~2~O~2~ challenge was used in the present study, HCC, beyond the beneficial effect of linear HA increased cell viability and proliferation in both oxidative stress conditions. The activity of antioxidant enzymes, such as SOD-2, has also been studied in myocytes \[[@pone.0236164.ref009]--[@pone.0236164.ref012]\]. In our experiments, HCC also showed an extensive reduction of SOD-2 protein, proving that it is more efficient in promoting the rescue effects. Considering the recent literature, HA function in muscle cells may possibly involve the Tumor necrosis factor (TNF)-stimulated gene 6 (TSG-6). In fact, TSG6 is able to interact with HA \[[@pone.0236164.ref041]--[@pone.0236164.ref043]\], activating in cell response a variety of growth factors and pro-inflammatory mediators. Milner and collaborators (2003) \[[@pone.0236164.ref041]\], proposed a high TSG6 expression level in skeletal muscle. For this reason we may suppose that beside the CD44 mediated signaling also TSG6 may be involved in the molecular interaction mechanism responsible for the biological effect. In this respect it will be of great interest a specific assessment of the HCC interaction in comparison to the sole high and low molecular weight fraction, not only in the muscle cell line, but also in other *in vitro* model (e.g. OA).

Overall, this study demonstrated that hyaluronan and, in particular, hybrid cooperative complexes made by high and low molecular weight chains of HA inhibited or counteracted the biochemical pathways involved in cell stress and damage preserving viability, phenotype, and overall functionality. Considering all the results together, we can suggest that hyaluronan based treatments provided an *in vitro* evidence of their potentiality in the therapeutic approach to treat muscle atrophy.

Conclusions {#sec019}
===========

In this study, the preserving, beneficial, and protective effect of different hyaluronan-based gels on the recovery of stressed cells and muscle atrophy was evaluated and validated in an *in vitro* model based on rat muscle-derived cells. The two linear hyaluronans at high and low molecular weight proved their positive effect in modulating stress conditions. In addition, our results showed that HCC has a greater potential in preserving the muscle phenotype, promoting cell proliferation, and reducing the reactive oxygen species damage and atrophic biomarkers expression. However, further *in vivo* studies are necessary to confirm the effectiveness of HCC as potential new ingredients/active principles in the treatment of skeletal muscle disorders.
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Reviewer \#1: The authors describe the effects of HA of high and low mol. mass and conjugated HA on rat muscle derived cells. Authors studied cell proliferation, viability and in vitro atrophy finding that conjugated HA had the better effects.

The manuscript is clearly written and could be of interest in several clinical applications.

Several points, however, need to be addressed by the authors to increase discuss and to hypothesize the molecular mechanisms that trigger such HA treatments.

Have the authors an hypothesis of the mechanism of HCC? could HCC uses similar receptors of LHA and HHA?

Are the different HA added stable in the cell medium or such HA are degraded (a measurement of HYALs could be usefull to discuss this point)?

Many function of HA are know to be mediated by HC-HA complexes formed by TSG6. Have the authors investigated whether or not TSG6 could be involved?

As HCC is patented by one of the authors, is there any conflict of interest?

Reviewer \#2: The manuscript demonstrates that a composite of high and low molecular weight hyaluronan (HCC) better preserves muscle cell phenotype than high molecular weight hyaluronan (HHA) or low molecular weight hyaluronan (LHA) in preserving phenotype of primary muscle cells and protect them from atrophy. While this finding is interesting, there are notable details lacking from the methods (e.g., description of controls) and some questions about the data that make it difficult to interpret. Details are provided in the comments below.

1\. Please add an "and" before "c)" in the 3rd sentence to complete this list.

2\. The abstract states: "The results showed that HCC and HHA increased cell proliferation by 1.15 and 2.3 folds in comparison to control, respectively." Please clarify what the control is here in the text. It is also not clear from the Methods or Results text what the control conditions are.

3\. The abstract states: "In this model, HCC revealed a noteworthy beneficial effect on the myogenic biomarkers indicating that it could be used as a promising platform for tissue regeneration with specific attention to muscle cell protection against stressful agents." However, text up to this point indicates that HHA worked at least as well, if not better, than HCC.

4\. Introduction, pg. 4: "HA is a hygroscopic molecule that is able to synthesize the ECM..." The use of "synthesize" is not appropriate here. The HA does not produce the ECM, although it can act to organize it structurally by complexing with other ECM macromolecules.

5\. Method, Pg. 8, paragraph 3- Please provide more information on the fluorescence microscope such as what brand and model was used.

6\. Method, pg.9, paragraph 2- Authors state that "Cytotoxicity was assessed using 3.0 × 104 cells seeded in a standard 24-well culture plate, pre- treated with 50 μM H2O2 (30 min), and then treated with HHA, LHA, and HCC, respectively (0.16% w/v) for 24 h. Analyses were performed after 24, 48, and 96 h post-treatment by measuring the reduction of the tetrazolium dye 3-(4,5-dimethylthiazol-2-yl)-2,5-diphenyltetrazolium bromide (MTT) ". Does this mean that HA was kept in the medium for only the first 24 hrs? Later, in the Results on pg. 12, the text implies that instead the times of HA treatments were different. Please clarify this issue.

7\. How was the concentration of HA controlled for because HHA, LHA and HCC experimental conditions?

8\. Were different concentrations of HA in each solution evaluated? It will be important to know if these effects are concentration dependent.

9\. Please add indications onto graphs in Figures to show where data are significantly different from each other. This has only been done in Figures 3 and 6. It would also help to state when findings are statistically significant when discussing them in the Results text.

10\. Figure 1 is never referred to in the text.

11\. Table 1, pg.10.- Table does not look very polished: e.g. some Genbank accession no are underlined while others are not, some rows are wider than others, etc.

12\. Results: The subtitles like "(experimental Set-up a)" are not really necessary.

13\. This may have happened during pdf conversion, but all of the figures have blurry lines and text.

14\. In Figure 2B, the images require scale bars.

15\. The procedures for hydrogen peroxide "pre-challenge" and "post-challenge" are not clear from the methods or figure 4 caption.

16\. As the MTT assay does not explicitly measure numbers of viable cells, it is more appropriate to refer to MTT results as reflective of the cells' metabolic activity.

17\. Statistical analyses: Students t-tests are not appropriate for these data sets where multiple comparisons are being made or where multiple independent variables are evaluated (e.g., Fig. 3, where time and treatment are variables). Please also include the software used for statistical analysis in the Methods.

18\. Results: For all graphs, it is not clear what the asterisks indicating significance are comparing to here. For example, in Fig. 5A, is HHA MuRF-1 different than HHA FoxO3a? For LHA and HCC, do the different genes have different expression than the other genes or are all genes different than TNFalpha?

19\. Results: For all figures, please indicate what the error bars represent (e.g., Standard deviation/ SEM?) in the captions.

20\. Results: For all figures, please indicate what the number of replicates used for data analysis in the captions.

21\. Results, Fig 3: Was there a positive control for this experiment?

22\. Result, Fig 4: What are the negative and positive controls for this experiment?

23\. Results, Fig 5. (B, C): The actin control rows appear to be identical in both western blot figures. Were these all run on the same blot? Also, the HCC treatment condition appears to have more actin. Is there a reason for this?

24\. Results, Fig 6(B). For western blotting sample, random hyphens were added to the LHA and HHA the abbreviations.

25\. Discussion, pg. 17: Please be consistent in italic style of "in vitro".

26\. Supporting information, S1B: Background in the red channel seems pretty high.

\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*

6\. PLOS authors have the option to publish the peer review history of their article ([what does this mean?](https://journals.plos.org/plosone/s/editorial-and-peer-review-process#loc-peer-review-history)). If published, this will include your full peer review and any attached files.
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**Do you want your identity to be public for this peer review?** For information about this choice, including consent withdrawal, please see our [Privacy Policy](https://www.plos.org/privacy-policy).
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\[NOTE: If reviewer comments were submitted as an attachment file, they will be attached to this email and accessible via the submission site. Please log into your account, locate the manuscript record, and check for the action link \"View Attachments\". If this link does not appear, there are no attachment files to be viewed.\]
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Dear Editor,

Thank you for your consideration for our manuscript.

Hereby we submit the revised version of the manuscript number PONE-D-20-03354

"An in vitro study to assess the effect of hyaluronan-based gels on muscle-derived cells: Highlighting a new perspective in regenerative medicine" PLOS ONE

We considered the reviewer suggestions and the manuscript was modified and corrected accordingly.

All the minor points were addressed and modified in the text, the manuscript with track changes revisions (revised manuscript with track changes) is provided beside the "clean"version ("manuscript" without tracked changes) according to the PlosOne author guidelines.

The original uncropped and unadjusted images underlying all blot results are reported in Supporting information files.

Please find following the response to reviewers:

Response to Reviewer \#1:

5\. Review Comments to the Author

Please use the space provided to explain your answers to the questions above. You may also include additional comments for the author, including concerns about dual publication, research ethics, or publication ethics. (Please upload your review as an attachment if it exceeds 20,000 characters)

Reviewer \#1: The authors describe the effects of HA of high and low mol. mass and conjugated HA on rat muscle derived cells. Authors studied cell proliferation, viability and in vitro atrophy finding that conjugated HA had the better effects.

The manuscript is clearly written and could be of interest in several clinical applications.

Several points, however, need to be addressed by the authors to increase discuss and to hypothesize the

molecular mechanisms that trigger such HA treatments.

Have the authors an hypothesis of the mechanism of HCC? could HCC uses similar receptors of LHA and HHA?

HCC is based on the cooperativity of hydrogen bonding among che high molecular weight Hyaluronan chains and the low molecular weight ones. These are thermally stabilized. However, when diluted in the cell media, or in physiological environment the competition of solvent is becoming more and more effective in time releasing both the low and high molecular weight chains. For this reason, it is possibly the direct interaction of the slowly released single chains to release the effect. A study focus on the direct interaction of the complex on the cell wall specific receptors was not carried out yet. However, we think that the suggestion of the editor/referee is very interesting starting point for in depth analyses of the unraveled features of these HCC.

Are the different HA added stable in the cell medium or such HA are degraded (a measurement of HYALs could be usefull to discuss this point)?

HCC are more stable than HHA to hyaluronidases, specifically 80% of the initial molecular population with MW higher than 1 MDa was digested in 24h in presence of hyaluronidase (BTH 0.5 U/mL at 37°C) while 5% only was degraded of the same fraction in HCC (D'Agostino et al. 2015). Very few studies on the hyaluronidases synthesis in vitro are presented in literature, however the most recent is addressing this point regarding mast cells (Calve et al. J Biol Chem. 2019 Jul 26;294(30):11458-11472). In previous research paper we evaluated in a similar time scale the effect of HCC compared to HHA and LHA and generally the medium (containing the gel preparation) was exchanged every 48h.

Many function of HA are know to be mediated by HC-HA complexes formed by TSG6. Have the authors

investigated whether or not TSG6 could be involved?

TSG6 has been demonstrated to interact with HA (Spinelli et al., Milner et al., and Baranova et al.).

Caroline and collaborators propose a high expression level in skeletal muscle for this reason we may suppose that among the molecular mechanism (some of which mainly related to CD44) responsible for the biological effect also TSG6 may be involved. In this respect it will be of great interest a specific assessment of the HCC interaction in comparison to the sole high and low molecular weight fraction, not only in the muscle cell line, but also in other in vitro model (e.g. OA). The authors have been discussed potential function of TSG-6 referring our study in the discussion section (page 17 line 607-615).

As HCC is patented by one of the authors, is there any conflict of interest?

Prof Schiraldi is among the inventors, but the assignee is a company, since the research work was developed within a public-private joint project partially financed by Campania regional government (measure for innovation). We may add a specification in the section conflict of interest to specify this.

Response to Reviewer \#2:

Reviewer \#2: The manuscript demonstrates that a composite of high and low molecular weight hyaluronan (HCC) better preserves muscle cell phenotype than high molecular weight hyaluronan (HHA) or low molecular weight hyaluronan (LHA) in preserving phenotype of primary muscle cells and protect them from atrophy. While this finding is interesting, there are notable details lacking from the methods (e.g., description of controls) and some questions about the data that make it difficult to interpret. Details are provided in the comments below.

1\. Please add an "and" before "c)" in the 3rd sentence to complete this list.

We added "and" before "c)" in the 3rd sentence to complete the list (page 8 line 163).

2\. The abstract states: "The results showed that HCC and HHA increased cell proliferation by 1.15 and 2.3 folds in comparison to control, respectively." Please clarify what the control is here in the text. It is also not clear from the Methods or Results text what the control conditions are.

In this sentence (page 2 line 38) we replaced "control" with "un-treated cells". Also, we clarified the description of all the control conditions used for the three experimental set-up investigated from the Methods and Results text.

3\. The abstract states: "In this model, HCC revealed a noteworthy beneficial effect on the myogenic biomarkers indicating that it could be used as a promising platform for tissue regeneration with specific attention to muscle cell protection against stressful agents." However, text up to this point indicates that HHA worked at least as well, if not better, than HCC.

Yes, this is the meaning we wanted to give (page 2 line 40).

However, in figure 5 A, B and C a significant better effect from HCC was found in reducing atrogens expression. Results relative to oxidative stress (Fig 3A) and atrophy (fig 5C) HCC and HHA presented similar behavior counteracting stressful conditions. We underline that HHA resulted slightly more effective than HCC in reducing SOD-2 expression during protective effect (fig4B).

4\. Introduction, pg. 4: "HA is a hygroscopic molecule that is able to synthesize the ECM..." The use of "synthesize" is not appropriate here. The HA does not produce the ECM, although it can act to organize it structurally by complexing with other ECM macromolecules.

We apologize, the sentence was not correct, we modified that inserting:

"HA is a hygroscopic molecule that is able to structurally organize the ECM by complexing with other ECM macromolecules", page 4 line 78-79 in the introduction section.

5\. Method, Pg. 8, paragraph 3- Please provide more information on the fluorescence microscope such as what brand and model was used.

Immufluorescence analyses was accomplished using an Axiovert 200 (Zeiss) microscope, detail have been added to the materials and methods section page 9 line 189-190.

6\. Method, pg.9, paragraph 2- Authors state that "Cytotoxicity was assessed using 3.0 × 104 cells seeded in a standard 24-well culture plate, pre- treated with 50 μM H2O2 (30 min), and then treated with HHA, LHA, and HCC, respectively (0.16% w/v) for 24 h. Analyses were performed after 24, 48, and 96 h post-treatment by measuring the reduction of the tetrazolium dye 3-(4,5-dimethylthiazol-2-yl)-2,5-diphenyltetrazolium bromide (MTT) ". Does this mean that HA was kept in the medium for only the first 24 hrs? Later, in the Results on pg. 12, the text implies that instead the times of HA treatments were different. Please clarify this issue.

Thanks for the comment, we have clarified the description of the procedure performed in the methods section page 9 line 207 and modified the outcomes considering the metabolic activity in the results section line starting from page 13 line 283-298 (fig 3A and B).

7\. How was the concentration of HA controlled for because HHA, LHA and HCC experimental conditions?

Respect to the initial gels, that were prepared from pharma grade powder at 16 g/L and thermally treated for 12 min at 120°C in the autoclave, we diluted them into the cell medium 1:10 to achieve a final concentration of 1.6mg/mL. For HCC we used a sterile syringes from IBSA Italia (IBSA Farmaceutici Italia Srl, Italy) diluted 1:20 into the cell medium, as reported in materials and methods section page 5 line 115.

8\. Were different concentrations of HA in each solution evaluated? It will be important to know if these effects are concentration dependent.

No, we have used only one concentration (1.6 mg/mL) for all hyaluronans tested.

9\. Please add indications onto graphs in Figures to show where data are significantly different from each other. This has only been done in Figures 3 and 6. It would also help to state when findings are statistically significant when discussing them in the Results text.

As requested by the referee we have performed t- student test analyses on all figures as suggested, and modified accordingly the figures and texts.

10\. Figure 1 is never referred to in the text.

We have mentioned the figure 1 referring to atrophy signaling at page 3 line 59 of the introduction section.

11\. Table 1, pg.10.- Table does not look very polished: e.g. some Genbank accession no are underlined while others are not, some rows are wider than others, etc.

According to the suggestion the table 1 was formatted according to plos one guidelines and inserted in the manuscript.

12\. Results: The subtitles like "(experimental Set-up a)" are not really necessary.

We deleted subtitles as suggested by the referee.

13\. This may have happened during pdf conversion, but all of the figures have blurry lines and text.

We have upload figures as a 300 dpi following the journal guidelines however, we will up-load those again hoping that their quality will be improved.

14\. In Figure 2B, the images require scale bars.

We apologize, on the original figure scale bars were present and visible. The issue may be due to the pdf conversion. We will try to re-upload the image to make it better visible.

15\. The procedures for hydrogen peroxide "pre-challenge" and "post-challenge" are not clear from the methods or figure 4 caption.

Ok, we have modified the description for oxidative stress in the materials and methods page 7 from line 150-158.

We aimed at evaluating if the hyaluronan gel were able to:

1\) counteract the detrimental effect of Hydrogen peroxide treatment- and in this case the cells were initially challenged with H2O2 and successively treated with the gels.

2\) To prevent the damage of stressfull agent- and in this case the cells were initially treated with the gels and then exposed (challenged) with H2O2.

We called case A) Rescue (repair function); while case B is a prevention/alert or protective function of the gels.

16\. As the MTT assay does not explicitly measure numbers of viable cells, it is more appropriate to refer to MTT results as reflective of the cells' metabolic activity.

We agree with the referee that the figure axis may be misleading to the readers for this reason we modified the text indicating MTT results as cells' metabolic activity page 13 line 283-298.

17\. Statistical analyses: Students t-tests are not appropriate for these data sets where multiple comparisons are being made or where multiple independent variables are evaluated (e.g., Fig. 3, where time and treatment are variables). Please also include the software used for statistical analysis in the Methods.

We have used Microsoft excel in order to perform t-student test analyses. In particular, we compared the efficacy of different HAs treatments in counteracting H2O2 effect. For all time investigated (24, 48 and 72h) all HAs tested were effective respect to H2O2 treatment. However, the effect of HCC is more noticeable at 72h in the rescue/repair function (fig3A). Also, the HAs treatments resulted significant (p\<0.01) with respect to H2O2 treatment at 48 and 72h in the protection function condition (Fig.3B).

18\. Results: For all graphs, it is not clear what the asterisks indicating significance are comparing to here. For example, in Fig. 5A, is HHA MuRF-1 different than HHA FoxO3a? For LHA and HCC, do the different genes have different expression than the other genes or are all genes different than TNF-α?

For figure 5A statistical analyses (t-test \*p\<0.01) were performed for each gene of different HAs treatment respect to TNF-α insult. Our purpose was to demonstrate that TNF-α insult induces atrogenes up-regulation and HAs treatment was effective in reducing it. HAs counteract the detrimental effect of TNF-α that is recognized as a treatment resembling atrophic conditions (Cho et al. 2018 ref 28 in the present manuscript).

19\. Results: For all figures, please indicate what the error bars represent (e.g., Standard deviation/ SEM?) in the captions.

As requested, we indicated the error bars as standard deviation in the figure captions.

20\. Results: For all figures, please indicate what the number of replicates used for data analysis in the captions.

We indicated the number of replicates used for our data analyses in the figure captions.

21\. Results, Fig 3: Was there a positive control for this experiment?

The positive control (of stress) was the H2O2 treated cells while the negative control was the untreated-cells.

Untreated cells are the control

Stressed cells are the detrimental conditions.

On the already stressed cells were run to evaluate the biological effect of HAs.

22\. Result, Fig 4: What are the negative and positive controls for this experiment?

The positive control (of stress) was the H2O2 treated cells while the negative control was the untreated-cells.

Untreated cells are the control

Stressed cells are the detrimental conditions.

On the already stressed cells were run to evaluate the biological effect of HAs.

23\. Results, Fig 5. (B, C): The actin control rows appear to be identical in both western blot figures. Were these all run on the same blot? Also, the HCC treatment condition appears to have more actin. Is there a reason for this?

It is in fact a single western blot where we have separated the genes according to their function. For all experiment we have loaded the same protein amount (10�g tot) for all biomarkers investigated and also for actin. In this respect, actin signal is used as housekeeping protein as internal control for normalization.

24\. Results, Fig 6(B). For western blotting sample, random hyphens were added to the LHA and HHA the

abbreviations.

Thank you for the remark, a mistake was made. We changed the name of samples (in the results section fig 6.B).

25\. Discussion, pg. 17: Please be consistent in italic style of "in vitro".

We controlled the italics for "in vitro" throughout the document.

26\. Supporting information, S1B: Background in the red channel seems pretty high.

Ok, we have re-acquired the image by lowering the phalloidin red channel, for figure S1B.

We thank the reviewers for their suggestions that greatly improved our manuscript.

Kind regards

Chiara Schiraldi

Antonietta Stellavato
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Click here for additional data file.
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Creative Commons Attribution License

, which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original author and source are credited.

29 May 2020

PONE-D-20-03354R1

An in vitro study to assess the effect of hyaluronan-based gels on muscle-derived cells: Highlighting a new perspective in regenerative medicine

PLOS ONE

Dear Dr. Schiraldi,

Thank you for submitting your manuscript to PLOS ONE. After careful consideration, we feel that it has merit but does not fully meet PLOS ONE's publication criteria as it currently stands. Therefore, we invite you to submit a revised version of the manuscript that addresses the points raised during the review process.

The manuscript has been carefully revised and improved. There is an issue related to the statistics that should be addressed as suggested by reviewer 2.

Please submit your revised manuscript by Jul 13 2020 11:59PM. If you will need more time than this to complete your revisions, please reply to this message or contact the journal office at <plosone@plos.org>. When you\'re ready to submit your revision, log on to <https://www.editorialmanager.com/pone/> and select the \'Submissions Needing Revision\' folder to locate your manuscript file.

Please include the following items when submitting your revised manuscript:

A rebuttal letter that responds to each point raised by the academic editor and reviewer(s). You should upload this letter as a separate file labeled \'Response to Reviewers\'.A marked-up copy of your manuscript that highlights changes made to the original version. You should upload this as a separate file labeled \'Revised Manuscript with Track Changes\'.An unmarked version of your revised paper without tracked changes. You should upload this as a separate file labeled \'Manuscript\'.

If you would like to make changes to your financial disclosure, please include your updated statement in your cover letter. Guidelines for resubmitting your figure files are available below the reviewer comments at the end of this letter.

If applicable, we recommend that you deposit your laboratory protocols in protocols.io to enhance the reproducibility of your results. Protocols.io assigns your protocol its own identifier (DOI) so that it can be cited independently in the future. For instructions see: <http://journals.plos.org/plosone/s/submission-guidelines#loc-laboratory-protocols>

We look forward to receiving your revised manuscript.

Kind regards,

Alberto G Passi, MD PhD

Academic Editor

PLOS ONE

Additional Editor Comments (if provided):

The manuscript has been carefully revised and improved. There is a issue related to use of statistical method T instead ANOVA. It may be addressed to confirm data robustness.

\[Note: HTML markup is below. Please do not edit.\]

Reviewers\' comments:

Reviewer\'s Responses to Questions

**Comments to the Author**

1\. If the authors have adequately addressed your comments raised in a previous round of review and you feel that this manuscript is now acceptable for publication, you may indicate that here to bypass the "Comments to the Author" section, enter your conflict of interest statement in the "Confidential to Editor" section, and submit your \"Accept\" recommendation.

Reviewer \#1: All comments have been addressed

Reviewer \#2: (No Response)

\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*

2\. Is the manuscript technically sound, and do the data support the conclusions?

The manuscript must describe a technically sound piece of scientific research with data that supports the conclusions. Experiments must have been conducted rigorously, with appropriate controls, replication, and sample sizes. The conclusions must be drawn appropriately based on the data presented.

Reviewer \#1: (No Response)

Reviewer \#2: Yes

\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*

3\. Has the statistical analysis been performed appropriately and rigorously?

Reviewer \#1: (No Response)

Reviewer \#2: No

\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*

4\. Have the authors made all data underlying the findings in their manuscript fully available?

The [PLOS Data policy](http://www.plosone.org/static/policies.action#sharing) requires authors to make all data underlying the findings described in their manuscript fully available without restriction, with rare exception (please refer to the Data Availability Statement in the manuscript PDF file). The data should be provided as part of the manuscript or its supporting information, or deposited to a public repository. For example, in addition to summary statistics, the data points behind means, medians and variance measures should be available. If there are restrictions on publicly sharing data---e.g. participant privacy or use of data from a third party---those must be specified.

Reviewer \#1: (No Response)

Reviewer \#2: Yes

\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*

5\. Is the manuscript presented in an intelligible fashion and written in standard English?

PLOS ONE does not copyedit accepted manuscripts, so the language in submitted articles must be clear, correct, and unambiguous. Any typographical or grammatical errors should be corrected at revision, so please note any specific errors here.

Reviewer \#1: (No Response)

Reviewer \#2: Yes

\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*

6\. Review Comments to the Author

Please use the space provided to explain your answers to the questions above. You may also include additional comments for the author, including concerns about dual publication, research ethics, or publication ethics. (Please upload your review as an attachment if it exceeds 20,000 characters)

Reviewer \#1: (No Response)

Reviewer \#2: Thank you for your careful consideration of the previous review comments. There are still issues with the use of t-tests for statistical analysis. In all data sets, there are multiple levels of the independent variables, and thus multiple comparisons. Use of t-tests repeatedly compounds error and may give false positives. Thus, something like a one-way ANOVA (for normally distributed data) is required. T-tests are particularly not appropriate when multiple independent variables are evaluated (e.g., Fig. 3, where time and treatment are variables). Please address this issue.

\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*

7\. PLOS authors have the option to publish the peer review history of their article ([what does this mean?](https://journals.plos.org/plosone/s/editorial-and-peer-review-process#loc-peer-review-history)). If published, this will include your full peer review and any attached files.

If you choose "no", your identity will remain anonymous but your review may still be made public.

**Do you want your identity to be public for this peer review?** For information about this choice, including consent withdrawal, please see our [Privacy Policy](https://www.plos.org/privacy-policy).

Reviewer \#1: No

Reviewer \#2: No

\[NOTE: If reviewer comments were submitted as an attachment file, they will be attached to this email and accessible via the submission site. Please log into your account, locate the manuscript record, and check for the action link \"View Attachments\". If this link does not appear, there are no attachment files.\]

While revising your submission, please upload your figure files to the Preflight Analysis and Conversion Engine (PACE) digital diagnostic tool, <https://pacev2.apexcovantage.com/>. PACE helps ensure that figures meet PLOS requirements. To use PACE, you must first register as a user. Registration is free. Then, login and navigate to the UPLOAD tab, where you will find detailed instructions on how to use the tool. If you encounter any issues or have any questions when using PACE, please email PLOS at <figures@plos.org>. Please note that Supporting Information files do not need this step.
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Author response to Decision Letter 1
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Dear Editor,

Thank you for your consideration for our manuscript.

Hereby we submit the second revision of the manuscript number PONE-D-20-03354R1

"An in vitro study to assess the effect of hyaluronan-based gels on muscle-derived cells: Highlighting a new perspective in regenerative medicine" PLOS ONE

We considered the suggestions of reviewer 2, the manuscript was modified and corrected accordingly.

All the minor points were addressed and modified in the text, the manuscript with track changes revisions (revised manuscript with track changes) is provided beside the "clean"version ("manuscript" without tracked changes) according to the PlosOne author guidelines.

One-way ANOVA and Tukey post hoc test were performed by JASP soft-ware (<https://jasp-stats.org>) and are reported in Supporting information files.

Additional Editor Comments (if provided):

The manuscript has been carefully revised and improved. There is a issue related to use of statistical method T instead ANOVA. It may be addressed to confirm data robustness.

\[Note: HTML markup is below. Please do not edit.\]

Reviewers\' comments:

Reviewer\'s Responses to Questions

Comments to the Author

1\. If the authors have adequately addressed your comments raised in a previous round of review and you feel that this manuscript is now acceptable for publication, you may indicate that here to bypass the "Comments to the Author" section, enter your conflict of interest statement in the "Confidential to Editor" section, and submit your \"Accept\" recommendation.

Reviewer \#1: All comments have been addressed

Reviewer \#2: (No Response)

\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_

2\. Is the manuscript technically sound, and do the data support the conclusions?

The manuscript must describe a technically sound piece of scientific research with data that supports the conclusions. Experiments must have been conducted rigorously, with appropriate controls, replication, and sample sizes. The conclusions must be drawn appropriately based on the data presented.

Reviewer \#1: (No Response)

Reviewer \#2: Yes

\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_

3\. Has the statistical analysis been performed appropriately and rigorously?

Reviewer \#1: (No Response)

Reviewer \#2: No

\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_

4\. Have the authors made all data underlying the findings in their manuscript fully available?

The PLOS Data policy requires authors to make all data underlying the findings described in their manuscript fully available without restriction, with rare exception (please refer to the Data Availability Statement in the manuscript PDF file). The data should be provided as part of the manuscript or its supporting information, or deposited to a public repository. For example, in addition to summary statistics, the data points behind means, medians and variance measures should be available. If there are restrictions on publicly sharing data---e.g. participant privacy or use of data from a third party---those must be specified.

Reviewer \#1: (No Response)

Reviewer \#2: Yes

\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_

5\. Is the manuscript presented in an intelligible fashion and written in standard English?

PLOS ONE does not copyedit accepted manuscripts, so the language in submitted articles must be clear, correct, and unambiguous. Any typographical or grammatical errors should be corrected at revision, so please note any specific errors here.

Reviewer \#1: (No Response)

Reviewer \#2: Yes

\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_

6\. Review Comments to the Author

Please use the space provided to explain your answers to the questions above. You may also include additional comments for the author, including concerns about dual publication, research ethics, or publication ethics. (Please upload your review as an attachment if it exceeds 20,000 characters)

Reviewer \#1: (No Response)

Reviewer \#2: Thank you for your careful consideration of the previous review comments. There are still issues with the use of t-tests for statistical analysis. In all data sets, there are multiple levels of the independent variables, and thus multiple comparisons. Use of t-tests repeatedly compounds error and may give false positives. Thus, something like a one-way ANOVA (for normally distributed data) is required. T-tests are particularly not appropriate when multiple independent variables are evaluated (e.g., Fig. 3, where time and treatment are variables). Please address this issue.

We have included for Fig 3, Fig 5A and Fig 6A, the one-way ANOVA and Tukey post hoc test by JASP soft-ware (<https://jasp-stats.org>). In fact in this way we efficiently compared the different treatments and data sets. On the figures we inserted the symbols corresponding to p values for the diverse comparisons. All the data are reported as tables of the software outcomes and included as Supporting information.

Please find following the specific response to each point raised by reviewer and inserted in the manuscript accordingly:

Line 247-250 page 11 in the statistical analyses paragraph.

Line 298, 303, 305, 308 page 13 in the MMT-test results referring to Fig3.

Line 329-331 page 14 in the fig3 legend.

Line 366,368,371 page 15 for qRT-PCR results and 386-393 for fig5A legend.

Line 408 page 17 qRT-PCR results and 413-421 page 17 for fig6A legend.

We think that this further in depth analyses of experimental data set is improving the manuscript quality and for this reason we wish to thank the reviewer for the suggestion.

\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_\_

7\. PLOS authors have the option to publish the peer review history of their article (what does this mean?). If published, this will include your full peer review and any attached files.

If you choose "no", your identity will remain anonymous but your review may still be made public.

Do you want your identity to be public for this peer review? For information about this choice, including consent withdrawal, please see our Privacy Policy.

Reviewer \#1: No

Reviewer \#2: No

\[NOTE: If reviewer comments were submitted as an attachment file, they will be attached to this email and accessible via the submission site. Please log into your account, locate the manuscript record, and check for the action link \"View Attachments\". If this link does not appear, there are no attachment files.\]

While revising your submission, please upload your figure files to the Preflight Analysis and Conversion Engine (PACE) digital diagnostic tool, <https://pacev2.apexcovantage.com/>. PACE helps ensure that figures meet PLOS requirements. To use PACE, you must first register as a user. Registration is free. Then, login and navigate to the UPLOAD tab, where you will find detailed instructions on how to use the tool. If you encounter any issues or have any questions when using PACE, please email PLOS at <figures@plos.org>. Please note that Supporting Information files do not need this step.
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An in vitro study to assess the effect of hyaluronan-based gels on muscle-derived cells: Highlighting a new perspective in regenerative medicine

PONE-D-20-03354R2

Dear Dr. Schiraldi,

We're pleased to inform you that your manuscript has been judged scientifically suitable for publication and will be formally accepted for publication once it meets all outstanding technical requirements.

Within one week, you'll receive an e-mail detailing the required amendments. When these have been addressed, you'll receive a formal acceptance letter and your manuscript will be scheduled for publication.

An invoice for payment will follow shortly after the formal acceptance. To ensure an efficient process, please log into Editorial Manager at <http://www.editorialmanager.com/pone/>, click the \'Update My Information\' link at the top of the page, and double check that your user information is up-to-date. If you have any billing related questions, please contact our Author Billing department directly at <authorbilling@plos.org>.

If your institution or institutions have a press office, please notify them about your upcoming paper to help maximize its impact. If they'll be preparing press materials, please inform our press team as soon as possible \-- no later than 48 hours after receiving the formal acceptance. Your manuscript will remain under strict press embargo until 2 pm Eastern Time on the date of publication. For more information, please contact <onepress@plos.org>.

Kind regards,

Alberto G Passi, MD PhD

Academic Editor

PLOS ONE

Additional Editor Comments (optional):

In this revised version of the manuscript the Authors properly addressed all concerns raised by the reviewers.

Reviewers\' comments:

Reviewer\'s Responses to Questions

**Comments to the Author**

1\. If the authors have adequately addressed your comments raised in a previous round of review and you feel that this manuscript is now acceptable for publication, you may indicate that here to bypass the "Comments to the Author" section, enter your conflict of interest statement in the "Confidential to Editor" section, and submit your \"Accept\" recommendation.

Reviewer \#2: All comments have been addressed

\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*

2\. Is the manuscript technically sound, and do the data support the conclusions?

The manuscript must describe a technically sound piece of scientific research with data that supports the conclusions. Experiments must have been conducted rigorously, with appropriate controls, replication, and sample sizes. The conclusions must be drawn appropriately based on the data presented.

Reviewer \#2: Yes

\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*

3\. Has the statistical analysis been performed appropriately and rigorously?

Reviewer \#2: Yes

\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*

4\. Have the authors made all data underlying the findings in their manuscript fully available?

The [PLOS Data policy](http://www.plosone.org/static/policies.action#sharing) requires authors to make all data underlying the findings described in their manuscript fully available without restriction, with rare exception (please refer to the Data Availability Statement in the manuscript PDF file). The data should be provided as part of the manuscript or its supporting information, or deposited to a public repository. For example, in addition to summary statistics, the data points behind means, medians and variance measures should be available. If there are restrictions on publicly sharing data---e.g. participant privacy or use of data from a third party---those must be specified.

Reviewer \#2: Yes

\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*

5\. Is the manuscript presented in an intelligible fashion and written in standard English?

PLOS ONE does not copyedit accepted manuscripts, so the language in submitted articles must be clear, correct, and unambiguous. Any typographical or grammatical errors should be corrected at revision, so please note any specific errors here.

Reviewer \#2: Yes

\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*

6\. Review Comments to the Author

Please use the space provided to explain your answers to the questions above. You may also include additional comments for the author, including concerns about dual publication, research ethics, or publication ethics. (Please upload your review as an attachment if it exceeds 20,000 characters)

Reviewer \#2: (No Response)

\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*

7\. PLOS authors have the option to publish the peer review history of their article ([what does this mean?](https://journals.plos.org/plosone/s/editorial-and-peer-review-process#loc-peer-review-history)). If published, this will include your full peer review and any attached files.

If you choose "no", your identity will remain anonymous but your review may still be made public.

**Do you want your identity to be public for this peer review?** For information about this choice, including consent withdrawal, please see our [Privacy Policy](https://www.plos.org/privacy-policy).

Reviewer \#2: **Yes: **Stephanie Seidlits
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13 Jul 2020

PONE-D-20-03354R2

An in vitro study to assess the effect of hyaluronan-based gels on muscle-derived cells: Highlighting a new perspective in regenerative medicine

Dear Dr. Schiraldi:

I\'m pleased to inform you that your manuscript has been deemed suitable for publication in PLOS ONE. Congratulations! Your manuscript is now with our production department.

If your institution or institutions have a press office, please let them know about your upcoming paper now to help maximize its impact. If they\'ll be preparing press materials, please inform our press team within the next 48 hours. Your manuscript will remain under strict press embargo until 2 pm Eastern Time on the date of publication. For more information please contact <onepress@plos.org>.

If we can help with anything else, please email us at <plosone@plos.org>.

Thank you for submitting your work to PLOS ONE and supporting open access.

Kind regards,

PLOS ONE Editorial Office Staff

on behalf of

Prof. Alberto G Passi

Academic Editor

PLOS ONE
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